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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 25, 26, 27, 28, 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hosoda (Patent No US 7,020,839). Hereinafter referenced as Hosoda. 

Regarding claim 25, Hosoda discloses a method of transmitting Electronic 
Program Guide data, comprising the steps of: 

producing an XML document on the basis of the Electronic Program Guide 
data (Col. 7 lines 17-30 also exhibited on fig 6); 

producing an XSL document for a style form related to the Electronic Program 
Guide data (Col. 7 lines 4-9 also exhibited on fig 6); 

and transmitting the XML document and the XSL document to a receiver (Col. 16 
lines 1-9 also exhibited on fig 6). 
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Regarding claim 26, Hosoda discloses the transmission method of claim 25; 
moreover, Hosoda discloses that the program data is data for providing an EPG for the 
receiver (col. 7 lines 17-31; col. 10 lines 4-9). 

Regarding claim 27, Hosoda discloses a method of receiving Electronic Program 
Guide data in a receiver, comprising the steps of: 

receiving an XML document produced based on the Electronic Program Guide 
data (Col. 7 lines 17-30 also exhibited on fig 6); 

receiving an XSL document produced for a style form related to Electronic 
Program Guide data (Col. 7 lines 4-9 also exhibited on fig 6) and 

storing and parsing the received XML document and XSL document. (Col. 15 
lines 50-54; Col. 17 lines 41-50 also exhibited on fig 3). 

Regarding claim 28, Hosoda discloses all the limitations of claim 28; therefore, 
claim 28 is rejected for the same reasons as in claim 26. 

Regarding claim 30, Hosoda discloses the reception method of claim 27; 
moreover, Hosoda discloses the step of displaying the graphically processed result on a 
display (Col 6 lines 18-19). 
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Regarding claim 31, Hosoda discloses the reception method of claim 30; 
moreover, Hosoda discloses the step of displaying extracted EPG-related data and 
display-related information on the display (Col. 12 lines 8-12; col. 15 lines 55-63). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7 and 17-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hosoda in view of Berenson et al. (Pub No US 2003/0131355). 
Hereinafter, referenced as Berenson. 

Regarding claim 1, Hosoda discloses a method for transmitting a program guide, 
comprising the steps of: 

transmitting the XML-based EPG document to a receiver (Col. 16 lines 1-9 also 
exhibited on fig 6). 

However, it is noted that Hosoda fails to explicitly disclose converting an 
extensible markup language (XML)-based electronic program guide (EPG) into an XML- 
based EPG document for a user's preferred program guide. 
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Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Berenson discloses converting an 
extensible markup language (XML)-based electronic program guide (EPG) into an XML- 
based EPG document for a user's preferred program guide (Creating a program listing 
that matches the user's preferences, where the program listing may be formatted using 
XML; paragraph [0030] [0043] also exhibited on fig 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hosoda by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Berenson, for the purpose of providing a program guide 
that has been customized to the liking of each customer, allowing them to receive only 
information about the programs that are preferred. 

Regarding claim 2, Hosoda and Berenson disclose the transmission method of 
claim 1 ; moreover, Hosoda discloses that a style form related to the XML-based EPG 
document for the receiver is provided, through conversion into an extensible stylesheet 
language (XSL) document (Each XML documents is accompanied by one or more style 
sheets; col. 5 lines 16-17; col. 15 lines 45-48 also exhibited 1). 

Regarding claim 3, Hosoda and Berenson disclose the transmission method of 
claim 2; moreover, Hosoda discloses that the receiver stores and analyzes the XSL 
document related to the XML based EPG document (col. 6 lines 9-12 also exhibited on 
fig. 6). 
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Regarding claim 4, Hosoda discloses a reception apparatus that receives a 
program guide (Receiving system 10, figure 6), the reception apparatus comprising: 

a storage unit that stores an extensible markup language (XML)-based electronic 
program guide (EPG) document which has been converted and transmitted (Col. 17 
lines 41-50 also exhibited on fig 3); 

and an XML parser that parses the stored XML-based EPG document (Col. 15 
lines 50-54); 

a graphics processor for graphically processing the parsed XML document (Col. 
4 lines 38-43; col. 15 lines 55-63). 

However, it is noted that Hosoda fails to explicitly disclose that the EPG is a 
user's preferred program guide which has been converted and transmitted. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Berenson discloses that the EPG is a 
user's preferred program guide which has been converted and transmitted (Creating a 
program listing that matches the user's preferences, where the program listing may be 
formatted using XML; paragraph [0030] [0043] also exhibited on fig 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hosoda by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Berenson, for the purpose of providing a program guide 
that has been customized to the liking of each customer, allowing them to receive only 
information about the programs that are preferred. 
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Regarding claim 5, Hosoda and Berenson disclose the reception apparatus of 
claim 4; moreover, Hosoda discloses a storage unit that stores an extensible stylesheet 
language (XSL) document related to the XML-based EPG document (Col. 17 lines 41- 
50 also exhibited on fig 3); and 

an XSL processor that processes the stored XSL document (Col. 4 lines 38-43; 
col. 15 lines 55-63). 

Regarding claim 6, Hosoda and Berenson disclose the reception apparatus of 
claim 5; moreover, Hosoda discloses that the graphics processor processes the parsed 
XML-based EPG document and the XSL document (Col. 4 lines 31-43; col. 15 lines 55- 
63). 

Regarding claim 7, Hosoda and Berenson disclose the reception apparatus of 
claim 5; moreover, Hosoda discloses a storage unit that stores and manages various 
XSL documents defined by a user which are related to the same XML-based EPG 
document (Col. 5 lines 16-17; col. 17 lines 41-50). 

Regarding claim 17, Hosoda and Berenson disclose the reception apparatus of 
claim 4; moreover, Hosoda discloses that the graphics processor displays the 
graphically processed result on a display (Col 6 lines 18-19). 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,334 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2623 

Regarding claim 18, Hosoda and Berenson disclose the reception apparatus of 
claim 5; moreover, Hosoda discloses the graphics processor displays extracted EPG- 
related data and display-related information on the display (Col. 12 lines 8-12; col. 15 
lines 55-63). 

Regarding claim 19, Hosoda discloses a method of receiving a program guide 
(Receiving system 10, figure 6), the reception method comprising the steps of: 

a storing an extensible markup language (XML)-based electronic program guide 
(EPG) document which has been converted and transmitted (Col. 17 lines 41-50 also 
exhibited on fig 3); 

parsing the stored XML-based EPG document (Col. 15 lines 50-54); 

graphically processing the parsed XML document (Col. 4 lines 38-43; col. 15 
lines 55-63). 

However, it is noted that Hosoda fails to explicitly disclose that the EPG is a 
user's preferred program guide which has been converted and transmitted. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Berenson discloses that the EPG is a 
user's preferred program guide which has been converted and transmitted (Creating a 
program listing that matches the user's preferences, where the program listing may be 
formatted using XML; paragraph [0030] [0043] also exhibited on fig 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hosoda by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Berenson, for the purpose of providing a program guide 
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that has been customized to the liking of each customer, allowing them to receive only 
information about the programs that are preferred. 

Regarding claims 20, 21, 22, 23 and 24, Hosoda and Berenson disclose all the 
limitations of claims 20, 21 , 22, 23 and 24; therefore, claims 20, 21 , 22, 23 and 24 are 
rejected for the same reasons as in claims 17, 18, 2, 6 and 7, respectively. 



5. Claims 8, 9 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hosoda in view of Sulistio et al. (Patent No US 7,237,191). Hereinafter, referenced 
as Sulistio. 

Regarding claim 8, Hosoda discloses a method of providing an electronic 
program guide (EPG) selecting a program without having to scroll through the entire 
EPG, the method comprising: 

providing an extensible markup language (XML) based EPG data (Col. 7 lines 
17-30 also exhibited on fig 6); 

providing an extensible stylesheet language (XSL) based EPG data (Col. 7 lines 
4-9 also exhibited on fig 6); 

transmitting the XSL based EPG data and the XML based EPG data to a receiver 
(Col. 16 lines 1-9 also exhibited on fig 6); and 

decoding the XML based EPG data by using the XSL based EPG data to provide 
an XSL document (Col. 15 lines 55-63; col. 16 lines 22-39). 
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However, it is noted that Hosoda fails to explicitly disclose providing an 
extensible path (XPath) for accessing a subordinate node in the XML based EPG data. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Sulistio discloses providing an 
extensible path (XPath) for accessing a subordinate node in the XML based EPG data 
(Col. 9 lines 55-56). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hosoda by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Sulistio, for the purpose of including tags that allows a 
user to navigate though a document in a fast and efficient manner. 

Regarding claim 9, Hosoda and Sulistio disclose the method of claim of claim 8; 
moreover, Hosoda discloses editing the XML based EPG data by using the XSL based 
EPG data to provide desired programming for the XSL document (Col. 7 lines 31-35). 

Regarding claim 29, Hosoda discloses the reception method of Claim 27; 
however, it is noted that Hosoda fails to explicitly disclose the step of accessing a 
particular node in the XML document through an XPath. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Sulistio discloses the step of 
accessing a particular node in the XML document through an XPath (Col. 9 lines 55-56). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hosoda by specifically providing the elements 
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mentioned above, as taught by Sulistio, for the purpose of including tags that allows a 
user to navigate though a document in a fast and efficient manner. 

6. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hosoda 
in view of Sulistio further in view on Bennington (Pub No US 2004/01 681 88). 
Hereinafter, referenced as Bennington. 

Regarding claim 10, Hosoda and Sulistio disclose the method of claim 9; 
moreover, Hosoda discloses the step of editing the XML based EPG data, col. 7 lines 
31-35. However, it is noted that Hosoda and Sulistio fail to explicitly disclose that the 
step of editing comprises adding or deleting programming from the XML based EPG 
data. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Bennington discloses that the step of 
editing comprises adding or deleting programming from the XML based EPG data 
(Paragraph [0136], the user can select or delete channels from a viewer preference list). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hosoda and Sulistio by specifically providing the 
elements mentioned above, as taught by Bennington, for the purpose of allowing the 
users to modify the user interface in order to satisfy their preferences at any given 
moment. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JUNIOR O. MENDOZA whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3573. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9am - 5pm 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Koenig can be reached on (571)272-7296. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Junior O Mendoza 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2623 

/J. O. M./ 
April 15, 2008 



/Andrew Y Koenig/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



